Rt. 12, Frederick, Md. 21701 
7/1 5/77 


n r. yuinlan Shea, Director FOIA/PA appeals 
Department of Justice 
Washington, D.C. 20550 

Dear n r. Shea, 

In touay's mail I received a copy of the Jhaladelpgia lawyer letter you write Jim 
Desar under Stamp date of $uly 12. When he received your letter kr. Lesar discussed your 
bargain— basement benefaction with me and I have asked himto present the matter to the 
Court. Because of urgent need we are accepting the discount while preserving all rights, 
his is merely to restate what has been the situation from the outset. 

irom the record in this matter if I live long enough to receive a single honest and 
straightfoward lett ;r from any of you, you in particular, I will have with some satisfac- 
tion have upset the actuarial tables. At my age and in my condition, a subject of earlier 
indecency from you, this would be a blessing. 

typically your3 is a self-serving letter in which you contrive a false record, by 
omission and by stating truths out of sequence without any indication of their proper 
relationship to each other. 

When you state "Director Kelley acknowledged this fact [ "great public interest and 
historical importance" in the assassination of Dr. King] very early in the •nvnca t = ig-i go- 
of these records, when he decided to place all releasable materials in a public reading 
room, thereby making them available for public inspection at no cost," you achieve 
total misstatement of the actualities of this matter, [Emphasis added.] 

That you and your people were in total and deliberate and ordered violation of the 
Set for siarven continupus years prior to the beginning of the "processing" of records is 
the fact. That this did not begin until after the beginning of this litigation also iff 
the fact. That this became a further device for perpetuating non-compliance is the fact. 

At no point and in no way do you address the language pf the Act or the controlling 
decisions of the courts of which I am aware in tlims newest of your evasions and misrep- 
resentations. The Act grants authority to waive all costs and charges under certain con- 
ditions. -i he question before you wa3 not whether you would pretend to throw me a crumb 
after years of abuse of which you also made yourself part, ^t is quite simply whether or 
not my request is based on what meets the requirements. Either it does or it does not. 

■^rom its first legislated form copies have bfien a right of all persons under the Act. 
Depositing duplicates inside the J. Edgar Hoover Building lias meaning to an overwhelming 
percentage of Americans only if they are millionaires, ^t has no meaning at all to any 
who have to work for a living, not for thosea not of greater than avei^gde means, none for 
those who like I suffer impaired health and capabilities and, with the volume of these 
records } it -gill be a truly exceptional circumstance if even a millionaire can extract 
msaning from them after many visits to your reading room. K oa raay disagree but you have 
arranged a shallow and unbecoming device if you pretend that either stacking up injudi- 
ciajiy mangled and often incomplete and otherwise illegible records or permitting the 
futility of examination of stacks in the thousands means giving access or complying with 
my requests. 

When you follow this representation with the utterly false allegation tliat I "chpse, 
however, th request personal copies" I believe it is not to exaggerate to characterize 
thin as a lie. First of all my requests were years prior to the - ' establishing of this reading 
room and any aaSgat a in it. Second, this litigation also preceeded the desp^it of any such 
records in any such reading room. Next the records searched were searched over my objections 
in open court that these were the wrong files for compliance. Fewer than one page in a 



hundred is related to my requests. The Department selected these filed and then deliberately 
misrepresented them to the Court as one of an endless series of devices to stall and inter- 
i ere with compliance, n addition J the offer of copies and the schedule of delivery was 
initiated by the Department, not hy me, and over the aforementioned objectiosa by me. There 
was no alternative offered to me as the C our t record mil establish. 

■ F ° r you to use the word "personal" to describe these papers at this juncture and 
Wlul * vaa " is in the record of this case and known by and discussed with me by the FBI 
constitutes still another lie. The record is clear that I have established a public archive 
in a university system and hiave dedicated all my recoitda, including those I receive in 
wns case, to the public and by this means. The arrangements predate the amendin g 0 f FOIA. 

Knowing this is a matter before the Couri and that you failed to comply with the 
earlier directive of the ^ourt you contrive further false representation in limiting my. 
request for waiver to "reproduction fees." The first device contrived for continuing non- 
conpliance after I fil'd the complaint was the pretense there could not be the beginning of 
a search until I made a deposit against search fees. The regulations required that I be° 
O ^von an es tim ate of these costs. That was not done. Whe I informed your counsel that I 
could not writs a check without filling in a sum and would write such a check subject to 
ohe reservation of ray rights to rcover if I am to believe the FBI, he nev.r so informed 
the -'31. .. believe that where more than one person# is given access to records for which 
there are search charges the practise is to refund or pro-rate these charges. I will not 
object if in making this refund you withhold 1/200,000, OOOth of .the chafes I have paid, 

ihat this reading-room deposit is used to deny compliance is thrown at mo time after 
Lime when x protest un justifiable withholdings. If we give it to you, I am repeatedly told, 
we have to give it to everyone. I am not aware of any requirement of the Act that reauires 
the giving of records for which no request is made under the Act. In addition, there is 
the relinquishment of privacy rights in favor of me only. 

Were none of this true there would remain the lack of relevance of the existence 
of a reading room. That is in Washington only, where mist Americans do not live and cannot 
visit, ts contents to now aro of your /// selection, not mine. The contents are limited to 
official records some of which are of deliberate falsity. I have already provided proof 
of this to the FBI, By itself is /it little more than official propaganda for those who 
might conceivably perse through that mountain of paper. With the extensive and now 
admittedly wrongful wi i,hhol dings, much of these 20,000 pages is macerated into gibberish. 

They are thus given more propaganda value asTless factual value. For Americans to be able 
to xti-act meaning from this mountain of paper requires aoc^ess to other information, which 
x have arranged for in an unofficial but public archive. 

Other than tliis your spilling is perfect and your typist is my envy. 

Jou say the Deputy "has asked” you to act for him in this. If he did this knowing all 
the i acts and in vjriting I would welcome the filing of a copy of any such directive 

with the Court. It is commonplace within my experience that actions are taken in the name of 
officials who are entirely unaware of it. However, if he has done this, he has put himself 
in the positoou ol the biblical maiden who, entrusted with the keeping of the family 
viriyards her own vineyard did not keep. 


Sincerely 

f \ 

Harild Weisberi 




